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Religious Liberty Axssnciation 
DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES 


1. We believe in God, in the Bible as the word of God, and in the separation 
of church and state as taught by Jesus Christ. 


2. We believe that the ten commandments are the law of God, and that they 
comprehend man’s whole duty to God and man. 


3. We believe that the religion of Jesus Christ is founded in the law of love 


of God, and needs no human power to support or enforce it. 


forced. 


Love cannot be 


4. We believe in civil government as divinely ordained to protect men in the 
enjoyment of their natural rights and to rule in civil things, and that in this realm 
it is entitled to the respectful obedience of all. 


5. We believe it is the right, and should be the privilege, of every individual to 
worship or not to worship, according to the dictates of his own conscience, provided 
that in the exercise of this right he respects the equal rights of others. 


6. We believe that all religious legislation tends to unite church and state, is 
subversive of human rights, persecuting in character, and opposed to the best inter- 


ests of both church and state. 


7. We believe, therefore, that it is not within the province of civil government 


to legislate on religious questions, 


8. We believe it to be our duty to use every lawful and honorable means to pre- 


vent religious legislation, and oppose all movements tending to unite church and 
state, that all may enjoy the inestimable blessings of civil and religious liberty. 


9. We believe in the inalienable and constitutional right of free speech, free 


press, peaceable assembly, and petition. 


10. We also believe in temperance, and regard the liquor traffic as a curse to 


society. 


Longacre ; associates, H. Votaw and 


For further information regarding the principles of this association, address the Religious Liberty 


Association, Takoma ashington, D 


- (sec retary, 


M. C. Taft), or any of the affiliated organizations given Below : 


AFFILIATED ORGANIZATIONS 


Atlantic Religious Liberty Association — (affili- 
ated organizations in Maine, Ne Hampshire, 


Vermont, Massachusetts, New York, “Rhode - Island, 
and Connecticut): Office, South Lancaster, Mass. ; 
Sec., J. K. Jones. 

Central States Religious Liberty Association 
(affiliated organizations | in Kansas, Nebraska, 
nnesota, 


Missouri, colorado, wa, 
and North and South Dakota) : *Oftice, 4547 Cal- 


vert St., College View, Lincoln, Nebr.; Sec., 
ae Piper. 


Columbia Religious Liberty Association (affili- 
ated organizations in Pennsylvania, Ohio, New 


Virginia, Virginia, Delaware, and 


Maryland) Ds : Office, 507 Flower Ave., Takoma Park, 
Washington, D. C.; Sec., F, H. Robbins. 

Lake States Religious Liberty Association (affili- 
ated organizations in Michigan, Illinois, Indiana, 
and Wisconsin); Office, Drawer C, Berrien 
Springs, Mich.; Sec., W. H. Holden. 

North Pacific Religious Liberty Association 


(affiliated organizations in Oregon, Idaho, Mon- 
ana, Washington, and Alaska): Office, Box 598, 
Walla Walla, Wash. ; Sec., E. K. Slade. 


Pacific Religious Liberty Association (affiliated 
organizations in California, Nevada, Uta Ari- 
zona, and Hawaii): Office, Box 146, Glendale, 


Calif., Sec., W. M. Adams. 


Southern Religious Liberty Association (affili- 
ated organizations in Alabama, Mississippi, North 


and South Carolina, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 

and Tennessee): Office, 4502 Brainerd Road, Chat- 

tanooga, Tenn.; Sec., 8. A. Ruskjer. 
Southwestern Religious Liberty Association 


(affiliated organizations in Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Texas): Office, 1019 
North West 20th St., Oklahoma City, Okla. ; Sec., 
R. L. Benton. 

Affiliated Organizations Outside U. S. A. 

Canadian Religious Liberty Association: Office, 
209-212 Birks Blde., Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada; 
Sec., M. N. Campbell. 

o Australasian Religious Liberty Association: 

ffice, ‘“‘Mizpah,’”” Wahroonga, New South Wales, 
poet Sec., A. W. Anderson. 

African Religious Liberty Association: Office, 
Grove Ave., Claremont. Cape Province, South 
Africa; Sec., J. I. Robison. 

Central European Religious Liberty Associa- 
tion: Office, Regensburger-strasse 22, V. Berlin 
W. 50, Germany; Sec., H. F. Schuberth. 

Northern European Religious Liberty Associa- 
tion: Office, 41 Hazel Gardens, Padeware, Middle- 
sex, England; Sec., W. E. Rea 

Southern European Religious Liberty Associa- 
tion: Office, 49 Ave. de la Grande Armée, Paris 
16, France; Sec., Dr. J. Nussbaum. 

Philippine Island Religious Liberty Association: 


Office, Box 818, Manila, Philippine Islands; Sec., 
E. M. Adams. 
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was outlined by a committee consisting of Thomas Jefferson, George Mason, Edmond Pendleton, George 
Wythe, and Thomas Ludwell Lee, which met in this city on January 13, 1777. 
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“America’s Greatest Gift 


to the 


Science of Government” 


Acts of toleration had _ before 





OVERNOR POLLARD, 

of Virginia, at the 
National Celebration Com- 
memorative of the Religious 
Character of George Wash- 
ington and the Separation 
of Church and State, held 
in Fredericksburg, Virginia, 
on October 16, 1932, de- 
livered a masterpiece on the 
subject of religious freedom, “America’s 
Greatest Gift to the Science of Govern- 
ment,” as follows: 

“We are here to do honor to a great man 
and to rededicate ourselves to a great principle. 
Our immortal Virginia Declaration of Rights 
of 1776 reminds us that frequent recurrence 
to fundamental principles is the price of lib- 
erty. In the same declaration we are told ‘that 
religion, or the duty which we owe to our Cre- 
ator, and the manner of discharging it, can be 
directed only by reason and conviction, not by 
force or violence; and therefore all men are 
equally entitled to the free exercise of religion, 
according to the dictates of conscience.’ 

“Nine years after this famous declaration, 
came Jefferson’s Statute of Religious Liberty, 
which placed all religions on a basis of abso- 
lute equality before the law. It announced to 
the world that our civil rights have no de- 
pendence on our religious opinions any more 
than our opinions in physics or geometry, and 
that all men shall be free to profess and by 
argument to maintain their opinions in matters 
of religion, and that the same shall in no wise 
diminish, enlarge, or affect their civil capacities. 


“America’s Greatest Gift 


“This was America’s greatest and most dis- 
tinective gift to the science of government. 








been passed, but never before 
had any government put all re- 
ligions on a footing of perfect 
equality. 

“To the minds of some, reli- 
gious liberty means liberty to 
Christian denominations only, 
and to other religions simply tol- 
eration; but the word ‘toleration’ 
has no place in our political vo- 
eabulary, for it carries the im- 
plication that we, by our grace, may extend to 
others the privilege of worshiping God as they 
may please, while as a matter of fact men do not 
worship God according to the dictates of con- 
science by virtue of any man-given right. The 
gift is direct from God. It is born with us. 


“Liberty for All 


“Nor is this liberty of which we speak con- 
fined to religionists, for a man not only has 
the right to worship God in his own way, but 
he has an equal legal right not to worship Him 
at all, for, as Jefferson said, ‘Why punish him 
in this life because we suppose he will be miser- 
able in the life to come?’ 

“Nor can it be said in any true legal sense 
that this is a Christian nation, some author- 
ities to the contrary notwithstanding, for 
Christians are entitled to no special rights or 
privileges. 

“By way of parenthesis, may I say, if a 
politician has any right to an opinion in the 
realm of the spiritual, that there is no such 
thing as a Christian state even in a religious 
sense, for, according to my theology, religion 
is strictly a personal matter? Men are saved, 
not by states, nor by races, nor by groups, nor 
hy families, but as individuals. Salvation is 
not a wholesale transaction. It is strictly re- 
tail, one by one. 
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“Law and Religion Differ 


“The state has no religious function, and 
may I add the church has no political fune- 
tion? I do not consider what I have said in- 
consistent with my firm belief that the church 
is by far the greatest single factor in the suc- 
cess of the state, but history proves that both 
church and state flourish most where they are 
separate and distinct. The reason they do not 
mix is that law rests on force, while reli- 
gion rests on love. And here before this dis- 
tinguished gathering of church leaders I want 
to make my acknowledgment as a representa- 
tive of the state, of the debt of gratitude which 
the state owes to you for your yeomen part 
in creating and maintaining that sentiment of 
righteousness without which all laws are im- 
potent. 

“Barring some petty pilfering of the rights 
of minority sects still found in the laws of some 
of the States, it may be said that religious 
freedom is firmly established by constitutional 
and statutory provisions throughout this na- 
tion. What a blessed heritage! We have re- 
ceived without money and without price what 
our forefathers paid for in rivers of blood. 
As we meet here in 
grateful remembrance of 
this precious gift so 
freely handed down to us 
from the past, may I 
plead for an_ enlarged 
gift to be handed down 
to our children? 


“Tyranny Still Exists 

“There was a religious 
tyranny in law now hap- 
pily passed away, but 
there still remains today, 
in all its cruelty, a 
tyranny which proscribes, 
ostracizes, denounces, and 
condemns men who dare 
think for _ themselves. 
The spirit of religious 
liberty will never be com- 
pletely enthroned in hu- 
man hearts until men 
have a more decent re- 
gard for the opinions of 
others. I need hardly 
remind you that in many 
American communities 
membership in some religious sects constitutes 
a social, political, and business handicap. Con- 
versely, membership in other sects is considered 
an asset. Wherever public sentiment allows 
such conditions to prevail, the spirit of reli- 
gious liberty is dead. 

“IT can exercise my rights of property and 
my rights of person in any American commu- 
nity without the slightest criticism, but there 





are many places where I cannot exercise my 
freedom of conscience without being made to 
suffer. And so I plead for a broader and more 
tolerant spirit toward adherents of other faiths, 
to the end that we may bring to its complete 
fruition the work whieh our forefathers so 
nobly began. 

“Rights of person, rights of property, rights 
of conscience, these three, but the greatest of 
these are the rights of conscience. 

“And so I end as I began. I welcome you 
to this, our rededication to a noble ideal.” 


The church dignitaries of sixteen re- 
ligious denominations were invited to be 
present and to participate in the exer- 
cises, at the conclusion of which Gover- 
nor Pollard unveiled a stone monument 
dedicated to religious liberty, made pos- 
sible by the contributions of the sixteen 
leading denominations of America. 

If every State official would adhere 
to the fundamental principles of reli- 
gious freedom and separation of church 
and state as laid 
down by Governor 
Pollard in his re- 
markable address, 
there would be no re- 
ligious persecution on 
the part of civil gov- 
ernment in the fu- 
ture. Civil magis- 
trates would do well 
to ponder these prin- 
ciples and_ practice 
them in the future. 

Our troubles today 
lie in the inefficiency 
of a bill of human 
rights’ being able of 
itself to make its 
provisions effective 
when a legislative ma- 
jority is controlled by 
a religious majority. 
Time and again, ex- 
perience has demonstrated the futility of 
the constitutional guaranties of religious 
freedom vouchsafed to the individual, 
when religious prejudice dominated the 
publie officials. There are altogether 
too many public officials who interpret 
our civil laws in the light of their own 
religion. Too often they are influenced 
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vy popular clamor to 
override the Consti- 
tution, and to adopt 
mob rule instead. It 
is seldom that a pub- 
lic official will protect 
an individual in the 
enjoyment of his God- 
given, natural rights 
guaranteed under the 
provisions of the Con- 
stitution, when popu- 
lar opinion runs 
counter to the con- 
science of that in- 
dividual. 

When the crowd 
wants to do wrong, 
wrong will generally 
be done, no matter 
what constitutional 
barriers stand in the 
way. <A_ powerful 
majority is capable of 
being just as tyran- 
nieal over the con- 
science of the individ- 
ual as a_ powerful 
prince, and is more 
dangerous. 


A. CHAPPEL, ARTIST 


Washington With His Family at Home 








tm ludicrous posi- 
tion in which reli- 
gious laws on the civil 
statute books place civil 
officials, is brought to 
light in a striking way 
by a condition that has arisen in Greens- 
boro, North Carolina. We quote from 
the Daily News of that city, in its issue 
of September 24, 1932: 

“Perrel F, Payne, proprietor of Dixie Pig 
Barbecue, a drink stand-restaurant located just 
within the city limits on the High Point road, 
yesterday raised some interesting questions in 
connection with the ordinances requiring the 
closing of drug stores and soda fountains from 
10:45 a. M. to 1:30 Pp. M. and after 7:30 P. M. 
Sundays. 

“He has just put in a new fountain, he said, 
which he also uses for his refrigeration. Is it, 
then, a violation of the law for him to sell 


Theological mt law requires to be closed? 
Hairsplitting 


milk or ice cream cooled in 
soda fountain, which 


he asks. 

“City officials are divided 
on this question. Some say 
when a soda fountain is 
closed, it should all be closed; while others 
point out that the sale of bottled drinks or ice 
cream is permitted when sold in connection 
with a restaurant. 

“Mr. Payne pointed out that a soda fountain 
is not necessary for the manufacture of most 
drinks sold over it. Only three or four drinks 
requiring carbonation cannot be made without 
a fountain, he said. Is it a violation of the 
law, he asks, for him to mix the drinks ordi- 
narily sold over the fountain, and sel] them in 
connection with his restaurant during the time 
his fountain is closed? 

“Ts he allowed to use his fountain’s refrigera- 
tion system to cool the bottle drinks he is al- 


(Concluded on page 24) 








W A S H I 


UNNUNATUVANTUATAUALATLU ATU 


As an Advocate 


of 


Religious Freedom 


[—D*: FRANCIS P. GAINES, presi- 
dent of Washington and Lee Uni- 
versity, chief speaker at the exercises 
commemorating the religious character 
of George Washington and the separa- 
tion of church and state, held under the 
auspices of the Bicentennial Commis- 
sion at Fredericksburg, Virginia, on 
October 16, 1932, in speaking of the 
attitude of George Washington on the 
subject of religious freedom, said in 
part: 


“This place and this occasion recall appro- 
priately Washington’s belief in the sacredness 
of personal faith, his passionate adherence to 
the principle of religious freedom. 

“He himself was impressively tolerant in his 
attitude. His mother, to whom was given 
direction of the formative years, was devout 
in her allegiance to the Episcopal Church; but 
other influences played upon him, notably cer- 
tain Huguenot friends and army chaplains of 
various denominations. A member himself of 
the established church, he entered faithfully 
into its duties, but his spirit was as broad as 
the nation he loved. It is on.record that he 
attended services at different churches, includ- 
ing Presbyterian, Congregational, and Catholic. 

“From the beginning of his public life he 
displayed a scrupulous respect for the individ- 
ual conviction. At the time of the Canadian 
invasion, Washington formulated, in his orders 
to Arnold, the central truth: 

“While we are contending for our own lib- 
erty, we should be very cautious of violating 
the rights of conscience in others, ever remem- 
bering that God alone is the judge of the 
hearts of men.’ 

“He hurled the thunderbolt of a righteous 
wrath at a project of certain militant Protes- 
tants to burn the effigy of the pope, calling 
such action ‘ridiculous,’ ‘insulting,’ and ‘mon- 
strous.’ 
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BUST OF 
WASHINGTON 


“Matter of Justice 


“When he became President, he displayed at 
once his feeling that religious freedom is a 
matter of simple justice. To the Baptists of 
Virginia, he wrote: 

“<Bvery man conducting himself as a good 
citizen, and being accountable to God alone for 
his religious opinion, ought to be protected in 
worshiping the Deity according to the dictates 
of his own conscience.’ 

“To the Quakers, at that time a sect poorly 
understood and generally unpopular, he said: 

“‘T assure you very explicitly that in my 
opinion the conscientious scruples of all men 
should be treated with delicacy and with ten- 
derness.’ 

“To the Presbyterians he gave a somewhat 
similar assurance, but his statement included a 
tangent of thought which has great contem- 
porary interest: 

“‘The path of true piety is so plain as to 
require but little political direction. To this 
consideration we ought to ascribe the absence 
of any regulation respecting religion from the 
Magna Charta of our country. ... It will be 
your care to instruct the ignorant and to re- 
claim the devious, and in the progress of 
morality and science . . . we may confidently 
expect advancement of true religion.’ 


“To a Hebrew Congregation 


“Without analysis of this contribution to the 
current discussion of a relation between religion 
and science, we pass on to cite one more, in 
some respects the most beautiful of all. To a 
Hebrew congregation he wrote: 

“Tt is now no more that toleration is spoken 
of as if it were by the indulgence of one class 
of people that another enjoyed the exercises of 
their natural inherent right.’ 

“It was thus to the Jews, proverbially down- 
trodden in publie life, that Washington an- 
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nounced his opinion as going far beyond mere 
religious tolerance. He admits no thought of 
spiritual condescension by which a majority, 
or a strongly intrenched group, might make 
concession to an underprivileged class. He ree- 
ognizes a perfect religious freedom, an equality 
of spiritual right, as one of the inherent pre- 
rogatives of man. 


“Religious Freedom Recognized 

“In all the consequences of the American 
Revolution, so epoch making in its very concep- 
tion of government, nothing was more radical, 
nothing more honorably distinctive, than the 
grant of religious freedom. 

“Tt is the proud claim of Virginia that in 
the sixteenth article of her Bill of Rights there 
is the first formal governmental recognition of 
the validity of this freedom. 

“It is the boast of this city that the com- 
mittee considering the general statement held 
its meeting here. 

“Simple justice demands this addition of 
fact, that most of the men concerned in this 
initial movement were, like Washington, loyal 
members of the established church. But they 
had a sense of justice, and they had a prophetic 
faith that America and the cause of religion 
would both reap fine fruit- 
age of the change. 

“Lovers of Washington 
are glad that his influence 
was consistently and pow- 
erfully in behalf of this 
cause. The stature of the 
man, great as it is, be- 
comes thereby enlarged, 
and the fineness of his 
spirit is attested anew. 


“Central in His Dream 


“Lovers of Washington 
who develop insight into 
the true man become con- 
vineed that his contribu- 
tion to our country was 
not only in the achieve- 
ment of the brief years 
granted him, but also in 
the majesty of his dream, 
a dream that brooded with 
resistless affection over 
that country for all the 
years that are yet to be. 
It was a lofty dream, as 
if hung upon the mountain 
peaks of everlasting verities, far above the 
trivialities of the day’s routine, and thus it is 
a timeless dream. 

“It is not within our province, even if it 
were within our power, to reduce to formulas 
of comprehension all the shining brilliance of 
that dream. But surely we have not entered 
into the fullness of that dream until character 





Dr. Francis Pendleton Gaines 
President of Washington and Lee University 


becomes in reality the basis of private living 
and of public performance. Surely we have 
not entered into the fullness of the splendor 
he visioned until the peculiar form of faith, the 
mode of man’s attempt to lay hold upon the 
infinite, shall nowhere be a barrier to fitness 
for private comradeships or for social trusts. 
“Rarer Freedom of Soul 

“Liberty, for which he fought, is a hollow 
thing, unless it goes on to include that rarer 
freedom of the soul; and unity, for which he 
yearned, is an impossible ideal unless it is knit 
in bonds deeper than the surface differentia- 
tions of our faith. 

“Remembering Washington, we seek again to 
purify the motives that govern our personal 
and our national life. Remembering him, we 
are strong again in new dedication to a liberty 
which is all-inclusive. Remembering him, we 
are bold again to believe that we can realize 
a brotherhood which draws men of diverging 
convictions into the harmony of love and peace.” 

The longer Washington lived, the 
richer grew his experience and the 
broader his liberal ideas of equal justice 
to all men, and equal liberty of all reli- 
gious faiths. It was 
fortunate that the first 
President of the 
United States, who had 
so much to do with 
shaping its destiny, 
entertained such lib- 
eral views on the sub- 
ject of religion, and 
held that the path of 
piety was so plain that 
it needed no political 
direction, no regulation 
from the Magna 
Charta of our Repub- 
lic. It would be well 
if some modern states- 
men remembered this 
fundamental maxim, 
that true religion 
needs no governmental 
support or legal ree- 
ognition in order to 
advance its cause. The church and the 
state will continue to prosper only as 
each operates separately in its distine- 
tive and independent sphere, and each 
will decline as they commingle their in- 
terests. c. S. L. 
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N celebrating the two hundredth an- 

niversary of the birth of Washington, 
there is hardly a better way to pay trib- 
ute to his hallowed memory than to 
recur to those fundamental principles 
which have made the blessings of liberty 
in this great country possible. I shall 
diseuss briefly one of those prineiples— 
religious liberty. 

The first enactment of national im- 
portance guaranteeing religious freedom 
is found in the ordinance of 1787. This 
ordinance, affecting the organization of 
the Northwest Territory, was passed by 
the last Continental Congress. It pro- 


vided that ‘‘no person demeaning him- 


self in a peaceable and orderly manner, 


shall ever be molested on account of his 


mode of worship or religious sentiments 


in the said territory.” Historians have 


regarded the ordinance as second only 
in importance to the Constitution of the 


United States. 
8 


and 


AMERICAN 
IDEALS 


By 
Judge Philip L. Sykes 


of Baltimore 


While the Continental Congress 
which enacted this liberal law was 
meeting in New York, the conven- 
tion that framed the Constitution 

* of the United States, with Wash- 
ington as its chairman, was in ses- 
sion in Philadelphia. It was one 

of the most distinguished bodies of 


men in all history. The 


place was the same room in Inde- 


pendence Hall where the immortal 
Declaration had been signed. When 
the question of religious liberty came up 
for discussion, the delegates were almost 
unanimous in their opinion that there 
should be a complete separation of 
church and state. The leaders of the 
nation felt that any interference with 
religion by the government would be an 
impious encroachment upon the preroga- 
tive of God; that every religion should 
maintain itself by the excellence of its 
own doctrines; that any pretense of 
alliance between church and state would 
be dangerous to the safety of the newly 
founded nation. "With very little de- 
bate, the provision was adopted : “No re- 
ligious test shall ever be required as a 
qualification to any office or public trust 
under the United States.” 

The elimination of a religious test as 


a qualification for public office clearly 


implied the right to worship according 


to the dictates of one’s own conscience, 


but the geagle were nat satisfied with a 


meeting 
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right founded upon a negative. They 
demanded a positive pronouncement of 
the separation of church and state. 
This was made in the First Amendment 
to the Constitution, which was proposed 
by the First Con- 


gress of the United \\\" nN yf] 
States in 1789, and it y 
ratified by the ae 
States two years 

later. The Amend- 


ment reads, in part: 
“Congress shall 
make no law re- 
specting an_ estab- 
lishment of religion, 
or prohibiting the 
free exercise 
thereof.” 

This famous 
Amendment did not 
assure merely tolera- 
tion, but established 
religious equality 
and liberty as a 
political right. As 
Washington wrote, 
“It is now no more 
that toleration is 
spoken of as if it 
was by the indul- 


gence of one class 


of pveaple that an- 
other enjoyed the 


exercise of their in- 
herent natural 
right.” 

“Our laws,” said 
Jefferson, “have applied the only anti- 
dote to this vice [intolerance], protect- 
ing our religious as they do our civil 
rights, by putting all men on an equal 
footing.’ In the laneuage of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, the 
purpose of the Amendment was “to 
allow every one under the jurisdiction 
of the United States to entertain such 
notions respecting his relations to his 
Maker, and the duties they impose, as 


may be approved by his judgment and 


conscience, and to exhibit his sentiment 


in such form of worship as he may think 


> 


/ 





proper, not injurious to the equal rights 
of others.” “The law knows no heresy, 
and is committed to the support of no 
dogma, the establishment of no sect.” 
These Constitutional inhibitions for- 
merly applied 
merely to the Fed- 
eral Government, 
but now they are 
also applicable to 
the States. The 
Fourteenth Amend- 
ment to the Consti- 
tution of the United 
States, adopted in 
1868, stipulates 
that “no State shall 
make or enforce any 
law shall 
abridge the priv- 
ileges or immunities 
of the citizens of 
the United States.” 
Although reli. 
gious liberty was 
earefully safe. 
guarded in the Con- 
stitution, the Bible, 
nevertheless, exerted 
a powerful influence 
both during the 
Revolution and in 
the formation of the 
Union. Isaiah and 
Jeremiah were re- 
garded by the colo- 


nists as the first rev- 


olutionists. 


which 


George 
the Third was the new Pharaoh and 
Washington the _ eighteenth century 
Moses. The inscription on the liberty 
bell, “Proclaim liberty throughout all 
the land unto all the inhabitants 
thereof,” was taken from Leviticus. 

On the day the Declaration of [n- 
dependence was adopted, a committee 
composed of Renjamin Franklin, John 
Adams, and Thomas Jefferson was ap- 
pointed to recommend a device as a seal 
for the United States. They proposed 
“Pharaoh sitting in an open chariot, a 


crown on his head and a sword in his 
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PHOTO BY C. L. ROGERS 


Wakefield, the Restored Birthplace of George Washington, in Virginia 


hand, passing through the dividing 
waters of the Red Sea in pursuit of the 
Israelites; with rays from a pillar of 
fire beaming on Moses, who is repre- 
sented as standing on the shore extend- 
ing his hand over the sea, causing it to 
overwhelm Pharaoh; and underneath 
the motto, ‘Rebellion to tyrants is obe- 
dience to God.’ ” 

When the form of the Administrative 
Department of the Federal Government 
was under discussion, it was pointed out 
that monarchy was ranked in the Scrip- 
tures as one of the sins of Israel, and 
that it was a concession as punishment 
for their folly. If not for the influence 
of the Bible, therefore, Washington, 
with the wreath of victory on his brow, 
might have been crowned king instead 
of being chosen President. 

So far as the Constitution can go, we, 
as American citizens, enjoy the fullest 
protection in our religious belief that 
the human mind can devise. In prac- 
tice, however, we have lagged far be- 
hind the high ideal of the law. What 
cannot be done under sanction of the 
Constitution is done in violation of its 
spirit. From time to time throughout 
our history, organizations have sprung 








up, which, under the guise of patriotism, 
have fanned the spark of religious 
prejudice. Instances of exclusion from 
public office, from employment, and 
from attendance in colleges and univer- 
sities are familiar examples of discrimi- 
nation on account of religion. The 
remedy lies in enlightened religious 
training, in a conscientious effort to ap- 
proach the high ideal of religious liberty 
guaranteed by the Constitution and 
confirmed by the Supreme Court. 

Every man, woman, and child of this 
great land should adopt the pledge of 
Thomas Jefferson and solemnly declare, 
“T never will, by word or act, bow to the 
shrine of intolerance or admit a right of 
inquiry into the religious opinion of 
others.” 

Bs Ss SF 


A LEGAL union between religion and 
the state produces a hybrid religion 
which is unable to perpetuate itself with- 
out legal aid. 


=z BS BB 
A PERSON’s liberty must be restrained 


whenever it exploits another individual 
or society. 
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The Hall of Science at Chicago's Second World's Fair 


This huge structure, 700 x 400 feet, is shaped like a U, and incloses on three sides a court 
capable of accommodating 80,000 persons. At one corner rises a tower, 176 feet high, equipped 


with a carillon. 


The science exhibits will be officially started by the light of the star Arcturus, 


focused by means of a telescope upon a photo-electric cell. Arcturus is forty light years distant, so 
that the impulse which starts the science exhibits in 1933 left Arcturus in 1893, at the time of 


Chicago's first World's Fair. 


A Baptist’s View 
of 


Closing the World’s Fair 


on Sunday 


NOTHER World’s Fair is to be held 
in Chicago this year, and naturally 
the question arises, Will it be open on 
Sundays? This question is always 
raised in connection with every fair by 
a certain brand of clergymen who want 
everybody to recognize the day which 
they observe under duress of the civil 
authorities and on religious grounds. 
When the Columbian Fair was held 
in Chicago in 1893 a great religious 
controversy was provoked relative to 
the closing of the Exposition on Sun- 
days. A group of militant clergymen, 
mostly Presbyterians and Methodists, 
besieged both the State legislature of 
Illinois and the Congress of the United 
States to secure legislation that would 
close the Fair each Sunday. They suc- 
ceeded in getting the law to close the 


Exposition on Sundays, but the man- 
agement won their case before the 
courts to open it on Sundays. These 
militant clergymen raised such a calam- 
ity howl, threatening to institute a reli- 
gious boycott throughout the whole na- 
tion, that the management decided of its 
own accord to close the Fair on Sundays. 
But the court put another hand to the 
wheel of judicial procedure, and issued 
an injunction preventing the manage- 
ment from closing the Exposition on 
Sundays, whether it was to its profit or 
not. So the Fair remained open on Sun- 
days, and the clergymen who were so 
overzealous for the legal protection of 
their Sunday, lost in the final legal 
battle. 

Most of the arguments which these 
clergymen advanced in defense of Sun- 
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day observance were deduced from 
Scriptural inferences and texts as divine 
authority for Sunday observance. Their 
logic was faulty, their reasoning un- 
sound, and their Scriptural inferences 
were so far-fetched that any schoolboy 
in the lower grades could have exposed 
their fallacies. 

Not all Protestant bodies, however, 
shared the views of these aggressive 
Sunday law advocates. The Baptist 
denomination of the Northern States 
was a shining exception. The able, 
scholarly, and venerable Dr. E. T. His- 
cox, author of many Baptist publica- 
tions and for many years editor of one 
of the leading Baptist journals, the 
Watchman-Examiner, read a paper to 
about five hundred 


orable in their purpose. The moral and theo- 
logical artillery brought to bear upon the im- 
pervious managers was of a very promiscuous 
kind, save as they all wished Sunday to be ob- 
served as a Christian rest day, and for reli- 
gious observance. Suppose some of the shrewd, 
sharp, worldly-minded Fair directors who 
seemed to care much more for the dollars than 
for the decalogue, when told they were break- 
ing the commandments by open gates on Sun- 
day, had simply replied by asking, ‘Where has 
God commanded to keep Sunday holy?? What 
could they have answered? There was and is 
a commandment to ‘keep holy the Sabbath day,’ 
but that Sabbath day was not Sunday. 

“It will, however, be readily said, and with 
some show of triumph, that the Sabbath was 
transferred from the seventh to the first day of 
the week, with all its duties, privileges, and 
sanctions. Earnestly desiring information on 
this subject, which I have studied for many 
years, I ask, Where can the record of such a 

transaction be found? 





Baptist ministers 
at a Baptist con- 
vention held at 
Saratoga, New 
York, on August 
20, 1893, on the 





subject of “The 
Transference of 
the Sabbath to 
Sunday,” and in 
this paper he 
pointed out the 


fallacies of the in- 
ferences these 
clergymen drew 
from the Scrip- 
tures in support 
of Sunday observ- 
ance, as well as 
some of the il- 
logical arguments 
they advanced in 
support of Sunday 
observance legisla- 





Not in the New Testa- 
ment, absolutely not. 
There is no Scriptural 
evidence of the change 
of the Sabbath insti- 
tution from the sev- 
enth to the first day 
of the week. 

“I wish to say that 
this Sabbath question, 
in this aspect of it, is 
in my judgment the 
gravest and most per- 
plexing question con- 
nected with Christian 
institutions which at 
present claims atten- 
tion from Christian 
people. And the only 
reason why it is not 
a more disturbing ele- 
ment in Christian 
thought and in reli- 
gious discussions, is 
because the Christian 
world has settled down 
content on the convic- 
tion that somehow a 
transference did take 
place at the beginning 











tion. The follow- 
ing excerpts are 
taken from Dr. 


Hiseox’s learned 
treatise on this much-discussed subject: 


“Many of the arguments used by individuals, 
churches, and religious associations against the 
Sunday opening [of the Exposition] were as 
illogical in their statements as they were hon- 


The resurrection of Christ is one of the outstanding 
events used by a large part of Christendom to estab- 
lish the sanctity of Sunday. 


of Christian history, 
and with a comfort- 
able apathy the mat- 
ter stands as of insuffi- 
cient importance to cause any special concern, 
save indeed on the part of a small company 
of ‘Sabbatarian cranks,’ of whom I am one 
only in so far as my views expressed in this 
paper agree with theirs. 

“But it is said that the resurrection of Jesus 
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from the dead occurred on the first day of the 
week, and stamped that day with peculiar sanc- 
tity, as ‘the Lord’s day;’ and then that various 
historical incidents recorded in the New Testa- 
ment go to prove that the apostles and the 
apostolic churches observed that day as one of 
peculiar sanctity. And it is added that an 
apostolic precedent is equivalent to an apos- 


Nor, so far as we know, did the Spirit, which 
was given to bring all things to their remem- 
brance, whatsoever He had said unto them, deal 
with this question. Nor yet did the inspired 
apostles, in preaching the gospel, founding 
churches, counseling and instructing those 
founded, discuss or approach this subject. 

“Of course, I quite well know that Sun- 





tolic precept, and therefore 
equivalent to a divine com- 
mand,—a position which, 
though usually assumed, is 
by no means tenable. Now 
mark, the regular routine 
course of argument is this, 
iterated and reiterated: it 
is assumed that Jesus rose 
from the dead on Sunday; 
and as the disciples met 
for worship on Sunday eve- 
ning, Jesus meeting with 
them; and as they met 
again the next Sunday eve- 
ning, Jesus meeting with 
them; and as Pentecost oc- 
curred on Sunday; and be- 
cause the church at Troas 
met on Sunday to listen to 
Paul’s preaching and to 
observe the Lord’s supper; 
and because Paul counseled 
the Corinthians to lay by 
them in store something on 
the first day of the week; 
and because John in the 
Apocalypse was in the 
Spirit on the Lord’s day; 
therefore we have apostolic 
precedent for the observ- 
ance of the first day of the 
week as a holy day; and 
therefore also, this is 
equivalent to a divine com- 
mand, and sanctions and 
sanctifies Sunday as the 
Christian Sabbath by di- 
vine authority. But here 











FREEDOM 
Mrs. L. D. Avery-Stuttle 


PROUD Mecca of the free, 

My Country, can it be, 
"Neath thy fair sky 

Shall despots grim be found, 

And tyranny abound 

On this thy hallowed ground, 
Shall Freedom die?— 


Freedom to worship God, 
Free from the tyrant’s rod, 
On thy fair shore? 
Freedom where all may be 
From persecution free, 
And dwell in liberty 
Forevermore? 


On Plymouth’s rocky strand, 

Where ocean’s surges grand 
In fury beat, 

There our forefathers dwelt, 

Sacred the truth they felt, 

Mid savage tribes they knelt, 
In freedom sweet. 


O save us, Freedom’s God, 
From persecution’s rod, 
Save us today! 
O may there ever be 
Freedom to worship Thee, 
In this land of the free, 
O God, we pray! 

















day did come into use in 
early Christian history as 
a religious day, as we learn 
from the Christian Fa- 
thers and other sources. 
But what a pity that it 
comes branded with the 
mark of paganism, and 
christened with the name 
of the sun god. Then 
adopted and sanctified by 
the papal apostasy, and 
bequeathed as a_ sacred 
legacy to Protestantism 
and the Christian world, 
just as Easter, which the 
churches, hankering after 
Tritualism, are now so lov- 
ingly pressing to their 
hearts, comes bearing the 
sign manual of a heathen 
divinity instead of—if 
something purely Christian 
could not be had—at least 
bearing the sign and desig- 
nation of pascha [Pass- 
over] from the old dispen- 
sation. But in those early 
ages, when Christian ritual- 
ism largely received its 
form, the mold in which it 
was cast was rather pagan 
than Jewish, as preferred 
by a carnal and secularized 
church establishment. 
“What I have said as to 
the transference of the 
Sabbath, I have said nei- 
ther to credit nor discredit 


observe that not one of these adduced evidences 
is a proved fact; they are all but inferences at 
best, remote and feeble ones at that; some are 
impossible as matters of fact, and all are too 
frail on which to found a great and universal 
Christian institution like the Sabbath. ... 

“To me it seems unaccountable that Jesus 
during three years’ intercourse with His dis- 
ciples, giving the disciples instruction as to His 
kingdom, constantly coming in contact with 
the Sabbath question, often discussing it in 
some of its aspects, freeing it from its false 
glosses, and teaching its true nature and pur- 
pose, never alluded to any transference of the 
day. Also that during the forty days of His 
resurrection life, no such thing was intimated. 


the recognition of Sunday as a Christian ‘holy 
day,’ but simply to show that it is not proved 
such, and that the evidence usually adduced in 
its support is worthless, and the arguments 
urged in its behalf are illogical, not to say 
sophistical, without force and valueless to that 
intent.” 

Dr. Hiscox proved his case that there 
is absolutely no divine authority in the 
Seriptures for Sunday observance. But 
even if divine authority could be found 
in the Scriptures for Sunday observance, 
there still would be no justification for 

(Concluded on page 27) 








Relgion and Civil 


Government 


Wholly Distinct 


by 
W. S. Ritchie 


IVIL government is in no sense a 

religious institution. If true reli- 
gion functioned as its Author intended 
it to do, many of the activities of civil 
government would be unnecessary. 
Civil government does not operate on 
the same principles as does religion. 
Religion influences to right doing 
through a love of right without compul- 
sion. It takes cognizance of man’s duty 
to God his Creator, and to his fellow 
man. Civil government is concerned 
only with man’s relationship to man. It 
can influence to right doing only through 
fear of punishment if its laws are vio- 
lated. To the degree that men become 
truly religious, civil government’s duties 
are lessened. It has no authority to en- 
force man’s duty to God. 

Civil government acts, not to make 
men religious, but to cause them to re- 
frain from acts of injustice to other 
men. The greatest thing, therefore, that 
ean be done for the world to make it 
civil, is to induce people to become truly 
religious; but if for any reason this is 
not done, it is useless to try to make up 
the lack by enforcing a form of religion 
on the people. This would not be reli- 
gion at all, but merely a veneer of ap- 
pearance. 

It is the work of the church so to live 
before the world and so to teach religion 
that it will be joyfully accepted and 
adopted as a rule of life. We may 
judge as to exactly what degree this 
work of the church is being accom- 
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plished by observing the 
degree of civility there is 
in the world. If the 
church fails to do its work, 
then those who are striving 
to maintain order in so- 
ciety through civil govern- 
ment must fail also, for 
there must always be a 
prevailing influence of con- 
viction of right principles 
back of civil government 
to make it a success. 

The lawless conditions 
in the world today are 
caused by a too general failure of right 
principles of true religion to permeate 
and influence society as a whole. The 
thing for ministers of the gospel to do 
in such a crisis is obviously not to aban- 
don the proclamation of gospel prin- 
ciples and enter the political arena, 
restraining men by the force of civil 
power, but to follow the example of the 
Master in His teaching. There is no 
record of any civil disturbance or need 
of government force in the crowds that 
followed Him and were influenced by 
His words. He took no part in civil 
government, not because He disap- 
proved of it, but because He had an- 
other work to do. He refused to be 
made a king or to rule in any other way 
than by love. He refused to redress the 
slight offered Him by the people of 
Gadara when they asked Him to leave 
their country; and He severely rebuked 
His disciples when they suggested that 
the Samaritans be punished for refus- 
ing to entertain Him. The only right 
He insisted on was His right to teach 
the truth to the people. 

What an abyss between His methods 
and the methods of His professed fol- 
lowers today, who wish to compel peo- 
ple to pay respect to the Master in the 
way they imagine it ought to be done. 
The commission He gave His disciples 
was to heal the sick and to teach and 
preach, but nothing in this commission 
can be construed to encourage the use 
of civil government in order to compel 
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people to observe any religious tenet. 
Those who are advocating such use of 
the government are therefore acting 
without divine authority or approval. 
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Religious Persecution Crops Out 
in Virginia 

IRGINIA is the State that was made 

famous throughout the whole world 
by the Act of Religious Freedom in 
1785, granting the free exercise of the 
conscience to each individual and com- 
pletely separating the church and the 
state. 

Yet in this year of our Lord 1982, 
under the operation of the Sunday laws 
of Virginia, a deputy sheriff of Washing- 
ton County, Virginia, arrested two Sev- 
enth-day Adventists, Mrs. Lillie Rimer, 
a crippled mother, who is compelled to 
walk on two crutches, for washing her 
clothes on Sunday on her own premises, 
and Mr. Rupard, who hauled a load of 
wood to the Seventh-day Adventist 
church on Sunday to heat the church for 
religious services. He donated and 
hauled the wood as an act of charity. 

The deputy sheriff took these two Sev- 
enth-day Adventists from their homes in 
Konnarock, Virginia, together with the 
pastor of the Holy Roller church and 
fifteen other witnesses from Konnarock, 
to testify that they saw these Seventh- 
day Adventists break the sabbath by 
working on Sun- 
day. They were 
tried before the 
justice of the peace 
in Damascus, 
twelve miles from 
Konnarock, on 
Thursday after- 
noon, November 
10, 1932. They 
pleaded not guilty 
because the State 
of Virginia grants 
an exemption to 
those who observe 
the seventh day of 
the week as the 


ou a. TRUST aor BOSTON 
It is for the church to rule by love, and the stale to govern by force. 


Sabbath. Yet the justice of the peace 
convicted them, and fined them $10 
each, and costs, totaling $56. 

They immediately appealed from the 
decision, and the justice accepted bond 
for trial before the circuit court at 
Abingdon, Virginia; but contrary to the 
law and to court procedure, the justice 
ordered the sheriff to lock them up in 
prison at Abingdon, the county seat, 
awaiting trial before court on November 
28. However, the mayor and _ police 
sergeant of Damascus interceded, and 
secured their release from prison until 
their trial in circuit court. 

As we had anticipated, the circuit 
court did throw the case out of court, 
in view of the fact that, being Seventh- 
day Adventists, they did not violate the 
Sunday law of Virginia, which has an 
exemption for those who observe the 
seventh day of the week as the Sabbath. 
The testimony of the witnesses indicated 
that the whole case was based on reli- 
gious prejudice. Neither Mrs. Rimer 
nor Mr. Rupard had disturbed anybody 
by the work they performed, unless it 
was a mental disturbance based on reli- 
gious prejudice. 

It is too bad that public officials ever 
give ear to such religious quarrels over 
which day of the week should be ob- 
served as the Sabbath and seek to settle 
the question in court. Sunday laws, 


(Concluded on page 25) 











UST two hundred and fifty years ago 
William Penn set foot upon American 
soil and founded his province of Pennsyl- 
vania. Notwithstanding the fact that 
Penn “was expelled from Oxford and 
jugged in Cork,” and denounced by Cotton 
Mather as “the chief secamp” of a group of 
“heretics and malignants,” yet time has 
vindicated his principles and exalted him 
permanently on the pedestal of fame 
among the great men of the earth. His 
fame rests upon the enduring principles 
he advocated, of civil and religious liberty 
and equality for all men and all faiths. It 
is not difficult to understand why he was 
arrested for violating the Sunday observ- 
ance laws of England, and imprisoned be- 
cause he refused to pay the fine, because 
such things are still happening in America, 
and in the very State he founded. But it 
does seem strange now to many who are 
not familiar with Puritan times, to read in 
history of conscientious Puritans in New 
England sending out a military squadron 
to waylay his ship “Welcome” at sea, 
“make captive the said Penn and his un- 
godly crew,” and “sell them as slaves to 
the Barbados for rum and sugar.” 
Fortunately, these Puritan heretic hunt- 
ters failed to sight the ship “Welcome,” 
and Penn and his Quaker pilgrims escaped 
being captured and sold as slaves to the 
Barbados. Here we have a striking ex- 
ample of how unreliable and transitory 
contemporary opinion of a great man may 
be, and how time brings vindication. 
William Penn was forced to make many 
concessions and compromises with the 
religio-political authorities of England 
that granted his charter, which were very 
distasteful to his ideals of religious liberty 
and separation of church and state. Per- 
sonally, he was strenuously opposed to 
compulsory Sunday observance laws, and 
as long as he was sole and independent 
proprietor of the province of Pennsylvania, 
no Sunday observance laws were permitted 
to be placed upon the civil statute books 
of his commonwealth. But as soon as he 
returned to England and deputies were 
appointed to exercise the proprietorship 
in his absence, the Pennsylvania Assembly 
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was induced, under foreign pressure, to 
place upon the civil statute books not only 
Sunday observance laws and other religious 
measures, but religious tests to qualify for 
citizenship and public office. 

In the course of time the Quaker ele- 
ment and influence was almost eliminated 
from public affairs, and Scottish Presby- 
terianism and Puritanism gained the as- 
cendeney, and dominated in _ legislative 
matters. Under the Puritan régime drastic 
Sunday laws were enacted and religious 
tests imposed to qualify for public office, 
and religious persecution was waged 


against the Seventh Day Baptists, who 
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The landing of William Penn, from a drawing by W. 
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failed to conform to the intolerant Sunday 
laws which still disgrace the statute books 
of the State of William Penn. 

If Penn could rise from the dead and 
visit the next session of the Pennsylvania 
Legislature, you would hear his voice of 
protest ringing through the legislative 
halls at Harrisburg, entreating the legis- 
lators to repeal those un-American, unchris- 
tian, and intolerant Sunday blue laws, and 
write guaranties of religious freedom into 
the State constitution that would vouchsafe 
to each individual the unmolested exercise 
of his conscience in matters of faith. 

We recommend the ideals of William 











Penn to the candid consideration of every 
legislator in the. State of Pennsylvania 
during the next session of its legislature, 
when the question of the repeal of the Sun- 
day laws of 1794 is again to be presented 
to them as it was in the previous session. 

The free and unmolested exercise of the 
conscience in religious matters, and the 
equality of all religions before the law, 
were two of the paramount reasons why 
William Penn was opposed to compulsory 
Sunday observance laws. He believed that 
religious obligations should rest upon vol- 
untary acceptance and performance, and 
that religious delinquencies as such should 
never be punishable at the civil bar, but 
accountable only at the bar of God at the 
last day. Religion and all its duties rest 
upon the power of love, said Penn, and 
are never to be performed under the duress 
of civil magistrates. 

If this country and our various com- 
monwealths were governed today by the 
ideals of William Penn and Roger Wil- 
liams, every religious law would be stricken 
from the civil statute books of every State 
in the Union, and religious persecution for 
conscience’ sake would be made impossible 
so far as civil jurisprudence and jurisdic- 
tion pertain to the conduct of mankind. 
The legislators of Pennsylvania can render 
no greater service to their State, nor to 
civilization and religion, than to repeal 
the Sunday blue laws of 1794, and let 
religion move forward in its own pu- 
rity and by the force of its own virtues, 
untrammeled by the police power of the 
State. 

William Penn and Roger Williams were 
the two outstanding reformers in their day 
advocating the complete separation of 
church and state, the repeal of all religious 
laws, and the granting of complete reli- 
gious freedom to each individual, whether 
Jew, Christian, Mohammedan, or infidel. 
No man or set of men should incorporate 
their religious convictions into civil law, 
and impose them upon others under duress 
of the civil magistrate. Let Pennsylvania 
emulate the ideals of its great founder, and 
it will add prestige to religion and ever- 
lasting glory to the State. CRs Tr 
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Sunday Closing Barber Shop Law 
Repealed 


2 pena city council of Sacramento, Cal- 
ifornia, passed a Sunday closing or- 
dinance for barber shops. The State 
legislature of California had previously 
repealed all its Sunday observance laws, 
and has repeatedly refused to re-enact 
them. When the city council of Sacra- 
mento enacted this barber Sunday law, 
to become effective on October 29, 1932, 
a movement was immediately started to 
require the city council to place the 
Sunday ordinance on the referendum at 
a special election. As soon as the re- 
quired number of signatures were ob- 
tained to place the ordinance on the ref- 
erendum, the city council immediately 
took steps to avoid a special election 
to decide the issue on a referendum, by 
repealing the Sunday closing ordinance. 


Thus the city was saved considerable 


expense and the stigma of “blue law” 
legislation. 

The religious organizations of Sacra- 
mento were divided on this question. 
Rabbi Goldburg, of the Jewish faith, in 
opposing the Sunday closing ordinance, 
said; 

“We must guard against any encroach- 
ment on religious liberty in America. 
Not for a moment must our vigilance re- 
lax. The forces of bigotry are still alive 
and active in this world and in this 
country, and only by holding fast to our 
own conception of liberty and freedom 
of conscience and guarding against any 
encroachment, can we actually help to 
preserve the ideals upon which the 
United States was founded.” 

F. M. Owen, of the Seventh-day Ad- 
ventist faith, and prime mover in the 
referendum movement for repeal, in op- 
posing the Sunday closing ordinance, 
said: “We honestly regard the measure 
as religious legislation, and the opening 
wedge for Sunday blue laws.” 

Mr. Owen thanked the city council 
for repealing the ordinance, but stated 
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he would have preferred to have the peo- 
ple decide the issue on the referendum, 
as he had no doubt of the outcome of the 
issue when once placed before the voters. 
The people of the State of California, 
on a State-wide referendum on a similar 
issue a few years ago, rolled up a ma- 
jority of nearly a million votes against 
a Sunday closing law. Public sentiment 
is overwhelmingly opposed to religious 
legislation and restrictions placed upon 
the free exercise of the conscience in re- 
ligious matters. That is one reason why 
Sunday law advocates are shy of the 
referendum. 

It is about time that these Sunday law 
advoeates retreated from the field of 
action, as each time they bring up this 
issue they receive a severer trouncing 
than on former occasions. California is 
death on Sunday legislation. It is the 
one State in the Union that has had no 
Sunday laws upon its statute books for 
over forty years, and has successfully 
resisted every attempt to have such laws 
reinstated. 

Recently four other States in the 


Union wiped all their Sunday laws off 


their legislative escutcheons, so that 


there are now five States in the Union 
which have no Sunday laws, and enjoy 


a complete separation of church and 
State in politics and the full measure of 
religious freedom. Let the good work 
go on. 

Wisconsin at the next session of its 
legislature is contemplating repealing 
a) its Sunday laws, since it has received 
a mandate from the people of Wisconsin 
as a result of a State-wide referendum, 
to repeal all its Sunday laws at the com- 
ing session of the legislature. 

The States are gradually but slowly 
repealing their religious laws which have 
harassed them for so many years. Thus 
the statutes of the States are being har- 
monized with the spirit of the Federal 
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Constitutional guaranties of religious 
liberty vouchsafed to each individual. 
The sooner this complete separation is 
effected, the better it will be for the 
advancement of the cause of religion 
and the welfare of the States. Religion 
has suffered much because of its intru- 
sion into the political realm; and the 
sooner the churches retreat from the 
political arena, the sooner their influence 
and prestige with the public will be en- 
hanced. 

During the last twenty-five years Sun- 
day closing barber shop bills for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have been introduced 
into every session of Congress. So far 
Congress has refused to enact any of 
these Sunday observance bills into law. 
Two such bills were pigeonholed by the 
Senate and House Committees of the 
District of Columbia during the recent 
session of Congress. Congressman Staf- 
ford of Wisconsin, who was defeated in 
the recent primary election, pledged 
himself to reintroduce a Sunday closing 
barber bill during the short session of 
Congress. Let the Congressmen take 
notice that public sentiment will no 
longer stand for religious legislation. 


If the barbers want to close their shops 
on Sunday, or at any other time, there 


is nothing to hinder them from closing. 
To claim that they are unable to close 


unless a law is enacted compelling all 
to close on Sunday, is ridiculous and 


puerile. There ave Seventh-day Advent- 
ist barbers in the District of Columbia, 
and they elose shop every Saturday 
without a law while all other shops 
operate. ‘Whey have a conscience which 
is stronger than any law, which makes 
them elose. Let the Sunday observer 
follow his conscience, and he will need 
no law. A Sunday observance law in- 
troduces religion into politics, and is an 
encroachment upon the free exercise of 
the conscience. 

Let Congress continue on its even 
course, and steer clear of the treacher- 
ous rocks of religious intolerance upon 
which other nations have been wrecked 
in the past. Cc. 8. L. 


Barber Shop Closing Law De- 
clared Unconstitutional 


N Associated Press report of July 20, 

1932, states that a law closing bar- 
ber shops, enacted by the city council 
of Tracy, California, was declared un- 
constitutional by Superior Judge D. M. 
Young. The court held that such an 
ordinance imposed undue restraint on 
personal liberty, and was class legisla- 
tion and therefore unconstitutional. 

Mr. Page was recently arrested in 
Tracy for violating the city ordinance 
by opening his barber shop at 7:30 a. M. 
instead of 8 a. M. We are in full agree- 
ment with the decision of Judge Young 
that a law which says that a barber can- 
not open his shop until 8 a. M. in the 
morning is unconstitutional, for the rea- 
son that it “imposes undue restraint on 
personal liberty, and is class legislation.” 
Every man has a natural right to work 
when he wants to work and as long as 
he wants to work, without any man’s 
saying him nay. 

If a barber shop or a store wants to 
open at 10 a. M. and close at 3 P. M., it 
has that privilege; but it has no right 
to compel all barber shops or stores to 
open and close at the same hours. The 
claim of unfair competition or of being 
compelled to stay open in order to com- 
pete with the barbers or merchants who 
do business while they are closed, is not 


a matter for the civil magistrates to 


regulate, so far as the man is concerned 


who works for himself. 

It is equally true that a man who 
closes his barber shop or store on Sun- 
days, should not complain against the 
man who decides to keep open. To say 
that all men must observe Sunday be- 
cause one man or a million decide to 
observe Sunday, is likewise an undue 
restraint of personal liberty, and is class 
legislation. The only basis upon which 
a man should observe Sunday or the Sab- 
bath is on the ground of religious con- 
victions, but religious convictions should 
never be made the basis for a civil regu- 
lation. Offenses against religion and 
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God should not be punished by the civil 
magistrate. 

There are some judges in the land who 
have a clear vision of their civil prerog- 
atives and functions, and recognize the 
natural rights of man as paramount to 
all law. But there are still a few judges 


on the bench who have not yet caught 
the true vision of American ideals nor 
of human rights, and they interpret the 
law in the light of their own religious 
predilections, and place their opinions 
of the law above essential justice. 

Cc. S. L. 


Oak Park, Illinois, Votes for Sunday 
Movies 


BY OUR MIDWEST CORRESPONDENT 


FTER a civic battle lasting more 
than ten years, Oak Park, Illinois, 
has at last secured Sunday movies. 

Four times this question was placed 
on a referendum. At first it was easily 
defeated, but each election brought vic- 
tory nearer, until this year, on Novem- 
ber 8, a large majority voted in favor 
of this amusement on the first day of the 
week. 

The Oak Park ordinance against Sun- 
day entertainments was a typical blue 
law. It prohibited “boxing, sparring ex- 
hibitions, jumping, racing, bowling, bil- 
liards or other games, moving picture 
shows, or theatrical or musical enter- 
tainments.”—Section 294. 

The opposition to Sunday movies was 
almost entirely religious. The campaign 
was sponsored by the churches, con- 
ducted by church members, and a num- 
ber of local pastors took an active part 
by speaking against them. 

The pastor of the Methodist church 
contended that the “breaking of God’s 
law as to keeping the Sabbath day holy 
always resulted in the breaking down of 
the spiritual life of the church, and 
urged that the church people of the com- 
munity unite to protect the community 
against this invasion.” 

The chureh surely is to be pitied that 
is unable to compete with sports and 
amusements on its holy day. But it is 
not the duty of civil officials to rush to 
the assistance of a spiritually bankrupt 
church by calling in the policemen. The 


pronouncements of one church should 
not be enforced against another religious 
body, nor should the dogmas of any or 
all the churches be enforced against un- 
believers. 

It takes some ecclesiastical leaders a 
long time to learn that citizenship in 
America is not based on church affilia- 
tion, and that those who do not belong 
to the various religious denominations 
or who are not personally interested in 
religious matters, are as much entitled 
to spend the twenty-four hours of Sun- 
day as they wish as are the church mem- 
bers. 

In fact, the people should never have 
to vote on such a question, for the right 
to go to a movie should be protected as 
much as the right to attend divine serv- 
ices. Would the church ever admit that 
a majority vote could close its doors or 
interfere with its program on any day of 
the week?—Certainly not; and why 
should other legitimate undertakings be 
required to trust to a majority vote for 
their existence? 

George Washington, our first Presi- 
dent, attended the theater on Sunday, 
surveyed, went hunting, made real estate 
deals, and engaged in other activities 
which were contrary to the Sunday laws 
of his day. Such a use of the day may 
not have been the best way to observe a 
holy day, but he was the judge of his 
own conscience, and had the privilege of 
choosing whether he would respect his 
own convictions instead of others’ opin- 
1ons, 
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The First Amendment to the national 
Constitution prohibits the Federal Gov- 
ernment from enacting any law regard- 
ing religion. The United States Su- 
preme Court has handed down a broad 
opinion declaring that the “law knows 
no heresy, and is committed to the sup- 
port of no dogma, the establishment of 
no sect.”—80 U. 8S. Rpts., 728. 

The State of Illinois commendably fol- 
lowed the example set by our national 
government, and provided in its Bill of 
Rights that no “preference be given by 
law to any religious denomination or 
mode of worship.”—Article II, Sec. 3. 


And in harmony with this provision 
the Illinois Appellate Court has upheld 
Sunday amusements by declaring: 

“Any sort of secular occupations and amuse- 
ments on Sunday are offensive to many people 
who believe in ‘remembering the Sabbath day,’ 
and many people without religious scruples ab- 
stain from them out of respect for the feel- 
ings of those who object to them; but there 
are many others who devote the day to amuse- 
ments and diversions. The law does not under- 
take to regulate them in this regard, but per- 
mits them the widest liberty in seeking their 
amusements and enjoying them.”—169 Ill. App., 
285. 

And again the same court spoke, in 
another case: 

“Tt can hardly be seriously contended that 
the giving of the theatrical performance on 
Sunday contravened this statute as a noise, 
rout, or amusement tending to disturb either 
the peace of society or any family.”-—147 Ill. 
App., 568. 

It is a selfish, intolerant attitude that 
attempts to force religious opinions upon 
those who dissent. That policy was com- 
mon in Puritan days, and produced a 
bumper crop of martyrs and hypocrites. 
But today such business is as popular as 
smallpox, as may be seen in the large 
majorities repealing old blue laws found 
on the statute books of various States. 

The voters of Oak Park are to be com- 
mended for getting into line with the 
equitable principles of civil and relig- 
ious liberty, and protecting their citi- 
zens in their rights instead of robbing 
them of their privileges to please the 
observers of a certain day. 


Judge Denounces Sunday 


Blue Laws 


UDGE EDWIN O. LEWIS, of the 

Quarter Session Court of Philadel- 
phia, on November 2, 1932, denounced 
the Sunday blue laws of 1794 as “ridicu- 
lous,” “unenforceable,” and as breeding 
“contempt for all laws.” The judge, 
speaking from the bench, said: 

“We also have the blue laws, but gen- 
eration after generation has considered 
those laws dead. They are ridiculous 
laws, are unenforceable, and breed con- 
tempt for all laws.” 

The Sunday laws of 1794 are “ridicu- 
lous laws,” as Judge Lewis asserted, be- 
cause they allow only religious acts to 
be performed on Sunday. All “worldly 
employment or business whatsoever” is 
prohibited on Sunday. Under this law, 
your chauffeur cannot take you for an 
automobile ride for pleasure on Sunday. 
The only places you can lawfully go are 
to and from church. You cannot sell 
mineral water or an ice cream cone. 
Men have been arrested and convicted 
for selling a Sunday newspaper. They 
have been arrested and convicted for 
selling gasoline and oil at a filling sta- 
tion, for selling bread to the hungry and 
ice to cool the fevered brow. 

It is a “blue” law of the deepest indigo 
type, and the courts refuse to enforce 
it any longer as it reads. They have 
been putting the most liberal construc- 
tion upon it until-their decisions are in 
direct conflict with the drastic provisions 
of the law itself. Even the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania has characterized 
the Sunday law of 1794 as a strictly re- 
ligious law, promoting “the spirit of 
holiness” in Sunday. 

Being a religious law, it has no busi- 
ness on the civil statute books of the 
State, and should be repealed. If the 
people of Pennsylvania are given an 
opportunity to vote upon the question, it 
will be wiped off the statute books by 
an overwhelming majority, as has been 
done in practically every community 
where this issue has been submitted to 
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the people on a popular referendum. 

A law that is violated by everybody 
every week, as is the Sunday law of 
Pennsylvania, “breeds contempt for all 
laws.” Even the strictest Sunday law 
advocates are unable to live up to the 
provisions of this antiquated religious 


law. They favor the enforcement of 
only those sections of the Sunday law 
which harmonize with their views and 
habits. A religious law should not be 
modified, but repealed; it should be 
stricken altogether from the civil statute 
books. c. 8. L. 


Ministers Fight Sunday Baseball 


HE Ministerial Association of Char- 

lotte, North Carolina, is putting up 
a strenuous fight in opposition to Sun- 
day baseball. The president of the Min- 
isterial Association of Charlotte claims 
that “Sunday baseball is a direct as- 
sault on the work of the ministry, and 
that every minister in the county will 
fight Sunday baseball to the last.” 

How can Sunday baseball be a direct 
assault on the work of the gospel minis- 
try? Is it because the church members 
attend a baseball game on Sunday and 
refuse to go to church? If so, it is clearly 
a problem of church discipline, and the 
church should assume that responsibil- 
ity, instead of appealing to the civil 
magistrate. Is it an assault upon the 
work of the ministry because baseball is 
immoral and destroys the spirituality 
of church members? If so, then base- 
ball ought to be prohibited on every day 
of the week. An act which is immoral 
on one day is so on every day, and there- 
fore ought to be prohibited altogether. 

If Sunday baseball interferes with a 
religious service in a church located near 
a baseball park, then the game ought to 
be played at another time or place so 
as not to disturb the church services. 
The church has a right to demand such 
protection from the civil authorities, but 
that is as far as the church should go 
in its demands for protection. 

The Jews and the Seventh-day Ad- 
ventists have as much right to protection 
from undue disturbance for their reli- 
gious services held on Saturday as have 
the churches which hold their services 
on Sunday. But when the matter re- 
solves itself into the question of protect- 


ing a particular day from being dese- 
crated, then the civil government should 
assume an attitude of neutrality toward 
the Mohammedan Friday and the Jew- 
ish and Christian Sabbath (Saturday), 
as well as the Christian Sunday. The 
government officials naturally would 
personally observe the day of their own 
faith, voluntarily, but not under duress 
of civil authority, and every citizen of 
the State should enjoy the same freedom 
of action. 

It is not the business of any church 
or combination of churches to prescribe 
a particular form of religion for the 
citizens of the State, or to enjoy special 
favors and legal sanctions under the laws 
of the civil government. All citizens 
and all churches should stand on an 
exact equality before the civil law and 
the bar of justice, so long as they con- 
form to the civil obligations of the State 
and observe the rules of common civility. 

The Sunday observer may think that 
Sunday baseball is contrary to his reli- 
gious convictions, and the Sabbatarian 
who observes the Sabbath of the fourth 
commandment of the decalogue may en- 
tertain a similar conviction when base- 
ball games are played on Saturday, but 
the civil authorities cannot rightfully 
recognize the religious convictions of 
any sect or any man beyond protecting 
all men and all sects in the unmolested 
enjoyment of those convictions. Every 
man has a natural right to reject and 
denounce another religion and its tenets 
as false and to profess his own as true, 
and he should be willing to accord the 
same privilege to every other man. What 
is genuine religion in one country is 
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often blasphemy in another. Equality 
of rights is the very first of all rights. 
Equality of rights is denied whenever 
the State legally sanctions and enforces 
a brand of religion with its accompany- 
ing usages and observances. The civil 
government should never become the 
custodian for the preservation and pro- 
motion of religious customs and institu- 
tions. 


The civil authorities, when rightfully 
exercising their powers, can deal only 
with secular affairs. Offenses against 
God and religion, as such, are not within 
the purview of civil government. The 
State can interfere in offenses only when 
man interferes with the rights of man. 
The civil government is ordained to pro- 
tect man in the enjoyment of his rights. 

Cc. S. L. 


Only Philadelphia Remains Blue on Sunday 


OB” VALE, a political observer and 
newspaper correspondent for the 
Philadelphia Record, writes: 

“There is not a county in Pennsylvania 
where the blue laws are not laughed at, ignored, 
and maltreated on every sabbath [Sunday] af- 
ternoon during the summer when the weather is 
fine—not one save Philadelphia.” 

The Record, in making a survey of 
the Sunday law situation in Pennsyl- 
vania, and how the Sunday law is being 
ignored in some counties of the State, 
Says: 

“Upstate opposition holds Philadelphia to a 
blue Sunday, but upstate Pennsylvania does not 
practice what it preaches at Harrisburg. A sur- 
vey in yesterday’s Record showed that our 
neighbors in the country prefer gloomless Sun- 
days for themselves, playing baseball to crowded 
stands. 

“County baseball leagues play on Sunday in 
Chester, Lakawanna, York, Berks, Lancaster, 
Schuylkill, and Lebanon Counties.” 


There are also a number of the western 
cities that permit Sunday baseball where 
admission fees are charged. The Record 
continues its comments by saying: 

“We do not grudge our fellow Pennsylvanians 
their fun. But sincerity might at least lead 
them to give Philadelphians similar privileges 
by voting for a Sunday local option law. 

“There is no reason why Philadelphia should 
be made the nation’s laughing stock, because 
of its stillness-of-the-tomb Sundays, instead of 
being granted home rule to do as it pleases on 
its day of rest.” 

The real reason why Pennsylvania is 
among the backward States, and still re- 
tains its ancient Sunday blue laws, is 
because some of the State legislators, 
especially from the rural districts, are 


so completely under the control of their 
clergymen that they dare not think and 
vote contrary to clerical orders. There 
is no State in the Union, unless it is 
New Jersey, whose States legislators are 
more under the domination of the clergy- 
men than are the legislators of Pennsyl- 
vania. They may consider their sub- 
mission to domination a noble trait 
worthy of emulation, but in reality it 
is a hangover from a dead past. There 
was a time when legislators took their 
religion and their polities from the 
preachers without questioning, but that 
day is past, except in Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey. 

Every time these legislatures bring up 
the question of repealing the Sunday 
blue laws, or granting local option to 
the people in the cities and counties to 
determine as to how they shall spend 
their time on Sundays, there are about 
250 selected clergymen who wend their 
way to Harrisburg and to Trenton, and 
they have even been known to feast and 
banquet the State legislators and the 
governors at some popular hotel in ad- 
vance of the hearings on the Sunday 
bills. On these occasions the legislators 
are’ exhorted, preached to, cajoled, 
threatened, and intimidated, until they 
dare not call their souls their own. Re- 
ligious boycotts and interdicts are in- 
voked as in days of yore. 

But last year, for the first time in 
the history of the Pennsylvania Legisla- 
ture, the House of Representatives 
broke with these political preachers, and 
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their threats of a church boycott fell 
on deaf ears with a majority of its mem- 
bers. The bill under consideration 
ealled for the privilege of a referendum. 
These clergymen who favor the reten- 
tion of the Sunday blue law of 1794, 
were strenuously opposed to the refer- 
endum. They claim that the majority 
of the people of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania are in favor of this Sunday law. 
If the clergymen are correct, then why 
do they oppose the referendum plan? 
If the majority are in favor of the re- 
tention of this law, then they have noth- 
ing to fear from a popular referendum. 
But the clergymen know full well that 
public sentiment is not in favor of this 
antiquated Sunday law, and that is the 
reason for their vigorous opposition to 
the referendum. Where the referendum 
has been invoked over the question of 
retaining Sunday blue laws, the people’s 
verdict has been overwhelmingly in 
favor of the repeal of these un-American 
and unchristian laws. Cc. S. L. 





Hairsplitting 
(Concluded from page 5) 
lowed to sell in connection with his restaurant?” 


If the desires of the religionists, who 
are seeking to put more and more of 
purely religious matter into civil stat- 
utes, were carried into effect, the judges 
of civil courts would have to become 
expert in deciding hairsplitting ques- 
tions. The spectacle of the Middle Ages, 
when men argued about whether the soul 
of Lot’s wife was imprisoned in the pil- 
lar of salt or not, what would happen if 
a mouse should chance to eat of the con- 
secrated wafer, how many disembodied 
souls could rest on the point of a needle, 
ete., would be repeated in the twertitieth 
century. Let the preachers stick to the 
pulpit, and save America from the just 
ridicule of the world, and _ religion 
from the justified scorn of all that mul- 
titude of sensible folk who know that no 
one ever has been and no one ever can 
be made righteous by the power of civil 
authority. H. H. V. 


Supreme Court Justice of Penn- 
sylvania Opposed to Blue Law 


HE Pennsylvania Sunday blue law 

is growing in disfavor even among 
the justices of the supreme court of the 
State. The Philadelphia Record gives 
the following interesting news item: 

“Justice John W. Kephart, of the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania, unleashes a rousing at- 
tack on the blue law. 

“He calls the blue law an oppressive meas- 
ure. He says it ‘keeps the people from enjoy- 
ing themselves.’ He points out that ‘it causes 
more violations of the law than it prevents.’ 
He feels that it lays ‘too heavy a hand on the 
natural instinets of the people.’ 

“What a natural, liberal, human, sympathetic 
view! And how different from the unnatural, 
illiberal view of the minority who, rushing the 
millennium, dare decide for the 10,000,000 citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania how the Sabbath shall be 
spent! 

“There has been too much argument over the 
blue law from the high and mighty standpoint 
of abstract principles of justice on the one 
hand, and the doctrine of religion on the other. 

“Tt is time some one began to think about 
the blue law from the viewpoint of the work- 
ingman with a Sunday off, and no choice of 
how to spend it, once church is over. 

“That workingman, whether he strolls in his 
Sunday best or sits on his step in his shirt 
sleeves, knows that other men are playing golf, 
driving, indulging their ease in pleasant resorts. 
He knows that storekeepers are selling goods, 
that a variety of business establishments are 
open. 

“Only against the workingman is the blue 
law enforced. Enforced because a small mi- 
nority believes that if the workingman is kept 
idle on his doorstep, the State is safe; but that 
if he should attend a baseball game on a sunny 
Sunday afternoon or go to the theater Sunday 
evening, the very foundations of this common- 
wealth would totter. 

“The book of the law has been closed by the 
fanatic minority, and they are sitting on it. 
The workingman has turned to his only re- 
source—nullification. He, the much-praised 
‘free citizen,’ is foreed to go in for furtive 
baseball games, and movie shows in the guise 
of ‘benefits.’ All law suffers that the one law 
may remain. 

“Justice Kephart’s frank condemnation of an 
unwise and un-American statute should be the 
opening gun in a new campaign to give the 
first day of the week to the people.” 


Justice Kephart wrote the minority 
opinion in the Athletic Sunday Base- 
ball case several years ago when the 
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majority of the justices of the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania ruled that Sun- 
day baseball was “contrary to the spirit 
of holiness,’ and that it was “worldly 
employment.” Justice Kephart dis- 
agreed with the majority opinion, and 
set forth some clear-cut arguments 
showing the unsoundness of the decision 
of the court in ruling against Sunday 
baseball on the basis it did. 

Many justices today allow their per- 
sonal religious opinions and convictions 
to mold their decisions. A judge should 
not weave his Presbyterianism, Method- 
ism, or any other “ism” into his court 
decisions. He should render his deci- 
sions purely on civil grounds, and leave 
the churchmen to look after Sunday ob- 
servance or any other religious observ- 
ance. Religious obligations should never 
be imposed upon the people under duress 
of the civil magistrate. c. 8. L. 





Religious Persecution Crops 
Out in Virginia 
(Concluded from page 15) 

even with exemption clauses, do not pro- 
tect those who observe another day than 
Sunday as holy time. It subjects them 
to heavy expense and public humiliation 
to prove their defense and their inno- 
cence before justice can be obtained. The 
thing to do with all these Sunday laws 
is to repeal them, and leave each per- 
son free to observe the day of his choice 
as his conscience dictates. That is reli- 
gious liberty, and anything less than 
that is religious oppression and a denial 
of freedom of conscience. Cc. 8. L. 
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Natural Rights for All Men 


OST Americans believe that Thomas 

Jefferson coined the phrase in the 
Declaration of Independence: “That all 
men are created equal.” But Lecky, the 
historian, informs us that Ulpian, a 
Roman lawyer, nearly seventeen hun- 
dred years ago, laid down the following 


principle of Roman law: “As far as 
natural law is concerned, all men are 
equal. By natural law, all men are born 
free.” 

All men are equally entitled to certain 
basic and fundamental human rights. 
Those rights are inalienable, and no gov- 
ernment of earth can rightfully deny 
them to any man, no matter how humble 
his birth. The United States, however, 
was the first government that recognized 
this natural and inalienable right of all 
men in its fundamental law. Thomas 
Jefferson had the courage to write this 
ideal into American jurisprudence as 
the basis for throwing off the yoke of 
European bondage, when he wrote the 
Declaration of Independence. May 
America never, under any pretext of 
expediency, deny this natural right to 
any man, so long as he respects the equal 


rights of others. Co L8. 
La=| La] ra 
Sunday Roadside Market 
Condemned 


HE Plain Dealer, published in Cleve- 

land, Ohio, gave a news item under 
date of August 29, 1932, telling that the 
Evangelical Church of the Ohio Confer- 
ence at its closing session on August 28, 
in Akron, strongly condemned “‘the road- 
side market, with its array of fruit and 
farm produce set out to attract the Sun- 
day motorist, . . . as among the many 
influences at work to Continentalize and 
undermine the Christian Sabbath.” 

This condemnation on the part of the 
Evangelical Chureh is all proper and 
good if the aforesaid church confines its 
condemnation to its own church mem- 
bers; but if it seeks to be conscience for 
other denominations of divergent faith, 
or for the citizens of the State who make 
no profession of religion, then the Evan- 
gelical Church comes in for condemna- 
tion of its own course of action. 

The Evangelical Church has a per- 
fect right to discipline its own church 
members for not living up to its church 
discipline, or for not accepting its views 
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on Sunday observance or any other 
ehurch dogma peculiar to its own reli- 
gious creed and standards; but it has no 
right to condemn any other person for 
failure to conform to its creed. More- 
over, when the church asks the state to 
enact a law forbidding the farmers from 
setting up roadside stands on their own 
farms to attract the Sunday motorists, 
the church deserves a double rebuke; 
first, for condemning those who may 
honestly differ from their religious view- 
point; and second, for turning to the 
state and requesting the civil magistrate 
to enforce church discipline upon its 
citizens. 

If any of these farmers who have road 
stands exposing and selling fruit and 
produce to the motorists on Sunday, are 
members of the Evangelical Church, it 
is the business of the pastors of the 
Evangelical Church to ascertain this fact 
and do personal labor with these de- 
linquent church members. That is the 
gospel plan of restoring delinquent 
church members. But when the Evan- 
gelical Church finds that most of these 
farmers are members of other religious 
persuasions, or not church members at 
all, it is not the duty of this church to 
condemn them, but to convince and per- 
suade them to change their mode of life 
in harmony with the Evangelical faith; 
and if it cannot succeed in persuading 
them to accept its views of Sunday ob- 
servance, it should not attempt to force 
its religious beliefs by the strong arm 
of the civil law. 

Many of these farmers may be just 
as sincere in what they do on Sunday 
as are the leaders of the Evangelical 
Chureh. At any rate, the farmer has 
just as much right to follow his con- 
science as has the motorist who rides 
for pleasure on the highway on Sunday 
and decides to purchase the fruit. 

As soon as the churches realize that 
the observance of religious days is 
purely a matter of conscience and vol- 
untary action on the part of each in- 
dividual, the better it will be for all 
eoncerned. The church should never 


climb up on the judgment seat to judge 
those not of its faith and persuasion, 
nor should any church attempt to en- 
force even its own church discipline by 
state authority upon its own church 
members. There should be no commin- 
gling of religious and civil functions. 

o. 8. L. 
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Ohio University Requires Un- 
fortunate Pledge 


+ ie president of the Ohio State Uni- 
versity has recently ruled that mili- 
tary training is required of all first and 
second year students under the provi- 
sion of an act of Congress which was 
passed in 1862, except those who have 
conscientious scruples against bearing 
arms. Quakers, Dunkards, and Men- 
nonites have been excused, since mem- 
bers of these denominations have for 
many years been recognized as conscien- 
tious objectors. Lately men of other 
ereeds in considerable numbers have 
sought exemption, and a request form 
has been provided by the university offi- 
cials “to simplify the situation.” This 
seems to have aroused considerable op- 
position. 

The text of the request, which follows, 
is taken from the Ohio State Journal 
(Columbus) of Tuesday, October 11, 
1932: 

“T hereby request to be exempt from military 
training which is required under the provision 
of the Morrill Act of 1862 passed by the United 
States Congress and regularly required of ali 
first and second year students. 

“IT am making this application because I 
object to military training on grounds of reli- 
gion and conscience; in other words, I am a 
conscientious objector, and I have such deep 
convictions on this matter that I use that term 
to mean that I will refuse to enter military 
service in case the United States engages in 
offensive war against another nation, and that 
I shall accept such penalty as the United States 
Government may impose for such refusal. If 
the United States should be attacked by a for- 
eign nation and should engage in a defensive 
war, I understand that since I am a conscien- 
tious objector I shall refuse to assist in the 
defense of the United States at such time, and 
that I shall accept such penalties as the Gov- 
ernment may impose for my refusal.” 
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The wording of this pledge is unfor- 
tunate. It would bind a mere youth just 
out of high school to an iron-clad decla- 
ration that might not express his ideas 
at all in a year or two. It makes no pro- 
vision for the man who does not wish to 
bear arms, and yet is willing to do any 
other work for his country, no matter 
how hazardous it may be. It makes his 
attitude with respect to offensive and de- 
fensive war the same, and few hold such 
a position. It is immoderate in its de- 
mands and intolerant in spirit. It would 
embarrass the signer before his fellow 
students, and make him appear to be a 
fanatic. Its pledge is so drastic that 
only those with the most extreme opin- 
ions with respect to war could sign it 
at all. It is bound to fail of its purpose, 
if enforced, for many who might, upon 
reflection, be willing to give military 
service to their country, would be de- 
terred by having signed such a state- 
ment. All intolerance defeats its own 
ends, and this pledge is no exception. 

We trust that President Rightmire 
and the other university officials may 
find a way of settling their difficulties 
which is in harmony with the principles 
of real religious liberty, which are a 
fundamental part of our national 
charter. H. H. V. 





A Baptist’s View of Closing the 
World’s Fair on Sunday 
(Concluded from page 18) 
the civil government to compel people 
to observe Sunday under the penal 
codes, any more than there would be 
justification for the state to compel peo- 
ple to observe Easter, Good Friday, and 
the other church holidays under duress 

of the civil magistrate. 

The Baptist’s position is that Sunday 
observance came into existence grad- 
ually by a voluntary custom without di- 
vine authority, and therefore this volun- 
tary custom should never be made 
mandatory under the civil statutes. To 
enforce Sunday observance by civil au- 
thority is to deny religious liberty to the 


individual. Religious customs, whether 
Seriptural or unsecriptural, should al- 
ways be promoted and observed by vol- 
untary action, and never by force of the 
police power of the state. 
Cc. 8. L. 
SB PF BS 


Will America Immitate Euro- 
pean Bluff? 


N some of the European countries 

where liberty has been granted by the 
central government to various religious 
sects to carry on religious propaganda, 
the local authorities in some localities 
still arrest, flog, imprison, and harass in 
every possible way the workers of those 
sects which have been granted freedom 
under the general laws of the state. The 
local authorities realize that they can- 
not legally prosecute and prohibit the 
religious propaganda work of these va- 
rious sects, and that they will be com- 
pelled to liberate those whom they arrest 
whenever the cases are appealed to the 
highest authorities. But all this knowl- 
edge of the limitation of their power 
does not deter these local authorities 
from interfering with the work of these 
religious sects, the racket of bluff goes 
on unchecked, and these religious minor- 
ities suffer all kinds of abuse at the hands 
of the established religious hierarchy in 
league with the local authorities, who do 
the bidding of the priesthood. 

Our attention has been called to sim- 
ilar tacties of bluff which have been in- 
stituted by the local authorities of White 
Plains, New York, against the workers 
of the Watch Tower Bible and Tract So- 
ciety, who have been selling religious 
books and tracts without a license. We 
hold no brief for the doctrines advanced 
by this religious organization. In fact, 
we most heartily disapprove of some of 
their doctrines. Nevertheless, they have 
just as much right, under the Federal 
laws of the United States, to propagate 
their doctrines of religious belief as any 
other sect in this country, whether they 
are erroneous or not. 

The local authorities of White Plains 
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arrested four of the Watch Tower work- 
ers for selling books and tracts without 
first obtaining a license from them. 
These workers evidently knew their civil 
rights, and rightfully asserted that they 
could sell religious liberature without 
obtaining a permit from the civil au- 
thorities to do so. They refused to go 
to the office of the commissioner of pub- 
lie safety to obtain a permit to sell reli- 
gious literature, and in this refusal they 
were standing upon their eivil rights. 
The Supreme Court of the United States 
has repeatedly handed down decisions 
that any religious society can carry on 
its religious publicity work and sell its 
religions literature without being re- 
quired to obtain a permit or license from 
the civil authorities. 

The police authorities arrested these 
four workers, and detained them in po- 
lice headquarters from 3:30 until 9:00 
p. m., until they could arrange bail. Be- 
ing unable to find bail, they were al- 
lowed to leave on their assurance that 
they would appear in court the next 
morning. At the hearing the next morn- 
ing they informed the judge that the 
police and civil authorities had “no 
right to exceed the authority of Jehovah, 


or to restrict the teaching of the gospel.” 


Judge Doherty, according to the re- 
port of the New York Herald Tribune, 
under date of July 31, 1932, replied that 
they “were not charged with preaching 
or teaching the gospel, but with peddling 
pamphlets.” The deputy corporation 
counsel, who conducted the ease against 
these religious workers, accused them 
before the court of exerting “the high- 
est form of high-pressure salesmanship 
through an appeal to people’s religious 
instincts,” as though such methods were 
forbidden under American laws. The 
judge upheld the contention of the cor- 
poration counsel that they could not sell 
religious literature without first obtain- 
ing a license from the city authorities. 
The city court sentenced them, and then 
suspended the sentence. 

This is a bluff game similar to that 
carried on by the local authorities in 


some European localities, to embarrass 
and hinder the work of religious propa- 
ganda which is permitted by the Federal 
authorities. Such tactics are unbecom- 
ing our civil officers. Every citizen of 
the United States should be given the 
privilege of expressing his opinions 
freely by voice and pen. To stop the 
free circulation of literature is a denial 
of the freedom of the press. Religious 
societies are not required to get permis- 
sion in the form of a license to scatter 
and sell their literature. They are even 
exempt from paying taxes upon their 
church property. 

We hope that the racket of bluff by 
arresting and prosecuting and then let- 
ting the alleged criminal off by giving 
a suspended sentence with a warning not 
to repeat, will not be practiced by the 
local authorities in America, as it is at 
present indulged in by the priesi-ridden 


authorities in Kurope. C. 8. LL. 
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Pennsylvania Blue Laws Face 
Repeal 


HE Columbus (Ohio) Hvening Dis- 
patch, in an illuminating editorial, 
Says: 

“Pennsylvania, one of the most progressive 
States in the Union, has been worrying along 
these many years under a puritanical code of 
laws passed in 1794 for the expressed purpose 
of taking most of the joy out of life. That 
the State has not risen en masse against this 
ancient legislation attests to the general good 
nature of the Keystone Staters and the strength 
of the reform element in their midst. 


“TWowever, the efty councils of Philadelphia 
and Pittsburgh have expressed themselves as 


being somewhat fed up, and have taken steps 
to crystallize sentiment for the repeal of the 
blue laws and the substitution of statutes that 
jibe somewhat better with modern times and 
thought. This move will, of course, be vigor- 
ously contested by those who have, these many 
decades, turned the thumbscrews on pleasure. 

“The Pennsylvania blue laws find their great- 
est number of victims among the poor whose 
Sunday recreations they limit to thumb twid- 
dling; while the wealthy, with their member- 
ships in private clubs and their unlimited facil- 
ities for enjoying themselves, are compelled to 
give but little cognizance to the laws. And 











LIBERTY 29 


since the multitudes are made up of the poor, 
whose votes are, nevertheless, of equal value with 
any others, there is some reason to believe that 
these will seize the opportunity to capture the 
right to their share of wholesome recreation on 
the one day of the week they are free from 
labor. 

“The blue laws have, to some extent, been 
nullified by nonenforcement. But they remain 


on the books, an ever-ready weapon in the 
hands of the kill-joys. Pennsylvania would do 


well to rid itself of them once and forever.” 


At a recent hearing conducted by a 
subeommittee of the city council of 
Philadelphia, on the proposition of re- 
pealing or modifying the drastic Sun- 
day law of 1794, a coterie of religious 
leaders resisted every proposal for a 
change in the present Sunday law. Ap- 
parently the only solution of this ques- 
tion will be a public referendum, The 
people of Pennsylvania are just as lib- 
erty loving as those in California and 
in Massachusetts, where they made short 
business of these religious relics of a 
church and state union of the dead past. 
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Religious Liberty Upheld by a 
Florida Editor 


HE editor of the Florida State News 
of Tallahassee, Florida, was severe'y 
eriticized and publicly attacked from 
the pulpit by the Rev. E. Watt Smith, 
pastor of the Methodist church of that 
city, for favoring Sunday moving pic- 


tures, especially for non-church mem- 


bers. We are inclined to think that the 


editor got the best of the argument over 


the preacher in this controversy. In 


criticizing a striking cartoon in the news- 
paper depicting an orderly young couple 
entering a theater and another “‘necking” 
and “spooning” in a parked automobile, 
Mr. Smith said : 

“They seem to think that one or the 
other is necessary, but parents can keep 
their children at home, and prevent them 
from doing either.” 

The editor of the Florida State News 
comes back at the preacher, who wants 
the State to close the Sunday theater, 


with the following telling common sense 
argument: 


“Exactly. That is just what we think. Par- 
ents who belong to churches which forbid Sun- 
day theater attendance can keep their children 
out of the theaters. 

“Tf there are any parents, however, who have 
no control over their children, is it not better, 
so long as they are running loose at their own 
will, that they should be safely in a theater 
than engaged in wild necking parties, drinking 
and carousing? 

“Although opinion is divided in the churches 
as well as elsewhere, it may be wise to clarify 
the position of the Florida State News in regard 
to the churches and Sunday observance. 

“In our first editorial on this subject we 
stated that we would fight to protect the rights 
of church members to assemble peaceably on 
Sunday for their religious observance. .. . 

“If there were an attempt to encroach upon 
the privileges of church members, we would 
defend their side with every bit as much vigor 
as we now defend the rights of nonchurch 
members, and others whose religion does not 
forbid quiet amusements on Sunday. 

“We believe that it is within the province 
of the church to urge nonattendance of its mem- 
bers at Sunday entertainments, if such things 
are contrary to church law. But between 
church law and civil law there is a great gulf 
fixed. 

“The proper manner to urge any degree of 
Sunday observance in our opinion, is through 
the teachings of the church. The same rule ap- 
plies to all phases of conduct prescribed by 
the church discipline. 

“You cannot legislate goodness into men and 
women. You cannot force those disinclined to 
foilow any regulations established by the church 
without results disastrous to the church itself. 

“As we previously pointed out, it is no 
longer recognized as within the province of the 
municipality to punish by imprisonment in the 
stocks for nonattendance at church, There is 
no more reason for eivil laws requiring non- 
attendance on Sunday at other functions, 


“The church and the state each has its field. 
Trouble arises when the church interferes in the 
realm of the state or when the state interferes 
in the province of the church. 

“There is no attempt on the part of the 
FPiorida State News or others to interfere in any 
way with the lives of churchgoing people. They 
are privileged to go their way, accomplish what- 
ever they are able in building up their congrega- 
tions and urging upon their members any code 
of conduct that seems good to them, and in this 
they have our whole-hearted support. The viola- 
tion of the principle of separation of church and 
state comes from the church side, in that it 
seeks to retain an obsolete law legislating a 








30 LIBERTY 


church rule into an ordinance binding upon 
others. 
“Questions Involved 

“There is no question here of interference 
with the rights of any one. The theater is not 
even open during church hours, and the com- 
petitive question is not raised. There is no 
question of disturbance of the peace. There is 
no ethical or moral question involved. One 
who attends the theater on Sunday may not 
conform to the standards of certain churches, 
but he is certainly not to be charged with 
immorality. : 

“As a matter of fact, Sunday blue laws are 
the only remnant of once numerous statutes 
based solely upon the regulations of certain 
churches, and upon nothing else under the 
heavens. 

“Ts church discipline so powerless, are the 
ministers of the gospel so impotent that they 
are unable to hold their congregations to con- 
formity with their rules of conduct, that it is 
necessary for them to call in an arm of the 
civil government to enforce churchly regula- 
tions? It is a damaging admission for any 
one to make. 

“What then? Is it possible that the fanatical 
frenzy of the Dark Ages that baptized armies 
at the point of the sword and that sought by 
force of arms to bend those of other beliefs 
to the religious standard of the prince in 
power,—is it possible that this blot upon the 
history of the great Christian faith is not yet 
erased? Is it possible that any considerable 
portion of Tallahassee residents would send 
the armed police force of the city to drive free 
Americans against their wills to a semblance 
of observance of ecclesiastical law? ... 

“Some few churches and a portion of their 
members are taking a course that is suicidal. 
The church can only injure itself when it takes 
a stand against the rights of man and in viola- 
tion of principles dear to the heart of every 
liberty-loving American. In this matter we 
are trying to do a service to the churches, to 
aid them in their work in their own proper 


sphere.” 


We commend this editor for his good 
sense and his clear vision of the distinct 
and separate spheres and functions of 
church and state. The church should 
discipline its own members if they do 
not comply with church standards of re- 
ligious duties. 

The church has no business, or at least 
it ought to be ashamed, to ask the civil 
government for aid to enforce a church 
discipline, when it is powerless to enforce 
it upon its own members. If the church 


and the parents by their combined ef- 


forts cannot secure obedience to a church 
disciplinary standard of religious duties 
so far as the children of the church and 
parents are concerned, pray God, how 
can the state succeed ? 

Had not the state in such case better 
provide suitable entertainment of a 
legitimate character for such wayward 
children, than to allow them to drift 
into hidden gambling places and dens 
of vice, or take a night drive in an auto- 
mobile to a lonely and secluded spot 
for “necking” and “spooning” purposes? 

We are inclined to think that if the 
state gave a little more attention to the 
secular welfare and safety of this vast 
group of nonchurchgoers on Sunday. 
the interests of society and civilization 
would be better served than by enfore 
ing religion by civil law. 


Sunday Movies Not Wrong Unless 
You Think So 


esi following interesting editorial 
from the Blytheville (Ark.) Courier 
News, quoted in the Hope (Ark.) Star, 
October 27, 1930, on Sunday moving 
pictures, contains a deal of good sense: 


“Attendance at a Sunday moving picture 
show seems to us to be one of those things 
that are not wrong unless you think they are. 

“Obviously a person, who because of religious 
convictions or for any other reason regards it 
a sin to attend a place of amusement on Sun- 
day, ought to stay away. It ought not to re- 
quire a law to keep him away. 

“And just as obviously it is no more wrong 
for another person, whose religious convictions 
establish no such bar, to visit a place of amuse- 
ment on Sunday than on any other day. 

“A decent regard for the rights of all people 
demands that we permit no activities on Sun- 
day or on any other day in interference with 
religious observances or with the peace and 
quiet of the community. The presentation 
of moving pictures on Sunday involves no such 
interference, and because it does not, and be- 
cause a very substantial number of our people 
welcome the opportunity of such diversion on 
Sunday, we believe the city council acted with 
wisdom in declining to place any obstacle in 
the way. 

“Of course, it remains against the law to 
operate a theater on Sunday. But it would 
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be highly inconsistent to condemn the theater 
operator for such a violation as long as we not 
only permit, but seemingly welcome similar vio- 
lations by others. A law that does not apply to 
all classes of citizens is a poor law, and one en- 
titled to little respect in.a democratic country.” 


If a motion picture show is wrong, 
it must be wrong because of the char- 
acter of the picture, and not because 
it is shown on Sunday, so far as the 
civil authorities are concerned. If there 
are some church members who do not be- 
lieve it to be right for them to go to 
a Sunday show for religious reasons, 
that is wholly a matter between them 
and their conscience. But no man or 
combination of men have a right to make 
their conscience a criterion in religious 
matters for other men who hold diver- 
gent views. If each person follows the 
dictates of his own conscience, as he 
ought to do in these matters, there will 
be no necessity for a law. A law which 
forces the conscience in religious matters 
can only do one of two things,—it either 
makes hypocrites out of those who com- 
promise their conscience, or martyrs of 
those who remain true to their convic- 
tions. 

Three city policemen of Philadelphia 
arrested the managers of two baseball 
teams for playing baseball on Sunday, 
and now these policemen are threatened 
with prosecution for the violation of a 
Sunday law passed in 1706, which pro- 
hibits the making of arrests for mis- 
demeanors on Sunday. Would it not 
be funny to see the blue law enforcers 
jailed for violating the blue laws by 
enforcing them on Sunday? It is a poor 
rule that does not work both ways. 

The Linn County Review of Cedar 
Rapids, Iowa, in quoting from the Lis- 
bon News, says that “a man in Maryland 
owns a mule that knows the day of the 
week. That is, the mule will work from 
Monday morning until Saturday night, 
and then refuses to work on Sunday. 
This information was given to the press 
dispatches a few days ago, and all the 
donkeys may believe it, if they want to 
do so.” We don’t believe it. 


The above story was surpassed by a 
clergyman speaking before a legislative 
body when he said that his razor strop 
recognized Sunday, as it refused to work 
as well on the other days of the week 
when he compelled it to work on Sunday. 

In Trenton, New Jersey, 800 people 
were arrested and arraigned before the 
court for violating the New Jersey Sun- 
day laws. Two of these persons were 
clergymen, one of whom bought a gallon 
of gasoline and the other a cigar. The 
Mercer County grand jury disposed of 
every case without returning an indict- 
ment, holding the blue laws of New 
Jersey as obsolete and nonenforceable, 
thus in effect permitting the people of 
Trenton to do as they please on Sunday. 

George B. La Barre, the director of 
publie safety, says that the ancient blue 
laws of New Jersey must be carried out 
in every provision or not at all. The 
Sunday law as it now stands forbids all 
travel on Sunday except to and from 
church, and then only “a distance of 
twenty miles going and coming.” It for- 
bids all music on Sunday except sacred 
music, and it likewise prohibits all rec- 
reation and diversion of every sort 
except in spiritual activities. Yet the 
Sunday blue law advocates of New Jer- 
sey say that all that is needed in New 
Jersey is the election of public officials 
who will enforce the law. When the 
director of public safety enforced the 
law just as it is, these “Puritans” who 
were caught in the legal dragnet were 
the first to howl. 


In Massachusetts it is now permissible 
to play commercial or professional base- 
ball on Sunday afternoon between two 
and six, but the motion picture houses, 
theaters, and midget golf courses are al- 
lowed to operate on Sunday between one 
in the afternoon and eleven at night. 
Amateur shooting with bow and arrow 
in a park on Sunday is restricted to the 
hours between two and four. There is no 
law that has as many inconsistencies in 
it as does a Sunday observance law. 
Divergent religious sentiment is the 
cause of all these inconsistencies. 
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A Methodist Bible class, known as the 
Joy Bible Class of Plainfield, New Jer- 
sey, played baseball on Sunday and de- 
fied the New Jersey blue law of 1750, 
which prohibits all recreation on Sun- 
day. They were threatened with arrest, 
which did not materialize. Evidently 
the police authorities make a distine- 
tion between a baseball game played on 
Sunday by a church organization and 
one played by a purely athletic club, 
the same as they do a motion picture 
shown by a church on Sunday and one 
exhibited in a theater. Evidently they 
think one is sanctified and the other 
unsanctified, or one religious and the 
other nonreligious. If this is not re- 
ligion clothed in the armor of law, en- 
joying special privileges denied other 
organizations on Sunday, it would be 
difficult to find a better example. 
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Alabama Court Bars Religious 
Test 


THe Alabama Court of Appeals re- 
versed itself on a previous decision, 
holding in its latest decision that an 
atheist is competent to testify as a 
witness, and that atheism does not de- 
prive a person of “his heritage as a 
citizen.” 

The majority ruling of the court 
was rightly based upon that section of 
the Alabama constitution which pro- 
vides that “no religious test shall be re- 
quired as a qualification to any office 
or public trust under this State; and 
that the civil rights, privileges, and 
capacities of any citizen shall not be 
in any manner affected by his religious 
principles.” This section of the con- 
stitution, said the court, “abrogates the 
common law rule which prescribes as 
a test of competency of a witness to tes- 
tify, . . . that there should be a belief 
by the witness or declarant in an omnis- 
cient Supreme Being as the rewarder 
of truth and the avenger of falsehood.” 
This is one more step in the direction 
of the separation of church and state 
in the commonwealth of Alabama. 


There are many other States that re- 
quire a religious test, and also have a 
constitutional provision that no reli- 
gious test is required of any citizen. It 
would be well if the State supreme 
courts of all these States which have 
been guilty of violating their State 
constitutions, would follow the worthy 
example of the court of appeals in 
Alabama, and uphold the Constitution 
instead of the common law rulings. 
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Universalist Church Favors 


Repeal of 1794 Blue Law 


. Susquehanna Association of 
Universalist Churches, at its annual 
convention, held October 30, 1932, at 
Nicholson, Pennsylvania, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

“Be it resolved, That we heartily approve of 
the strict observance and enforcement of such 
laws as are approved by the vast majority of 
our citizens, especially those laws that secure 
to the rising generation all the rights and privi- 
leges which they as minors need for their per- 
manent well being; that we are heartily in 
favor of the repeal of such laws as have out- 
lived their usefulness, viz., the Sunday blue 
laws of 1794 of Pennsylvania.” 

This Sunday observing chureh should 
be commended for its clear vision on 
the subject of religious liberty and sep- 
aration of church and state. We hope 
the legislators of Pennsylvania will see 
the light, and will have the courage to 
divorce the church from polities by re- 
pealing that last religious law still ex- 
istent upon the civil statute books of the 
State, viz., the Sunday blue law of 1794. 
If the legislature of Pennsylvania re- 
peals this last relic of a dead past, it 
will add prestige to its name and honor 
to the cause of religion. Cc. Ss. L. 

mE SR BB 


THE way to develop human beings into 
hothouse plants is to legislate all evil 
out of the world. 

Bz BSB BS 


You should so deal with your neigh- 
bor that a blush of shame need never 
visit your cheek. 
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Sparks From the Editor’s Anvil 


A GENIUS conquers environment, but 
a fool succumbs to it. 


Liperty has no greater foe than a 
legalized religion. 


THE acceptance of truth liberates the 
mind, but holding to error enslaves it. 


RELIGION and politics are like oil and 
water; each functions best independ- 
ently. 


Tue State that prescribes religion to 
eure its ills, is like a doctor who operates 
on himself. 


FREEDOM without control, in any field 
of endeavor, results in ultimate chaos 
and anarchy. 


WHEN the Church and the State unite 
in wedlock, there is bound to be an ul- 
timate divorce. 


A NOBLE ideal is a more powerful fac- 
tor in a nation than the sword, for by it 
the sword is conquered. 


In the social compact the function of 
personal liberty ends just before anoth- 
er’s personal injury begins. 


A THEORY is practical only when it is 
tempered with common sense and results 
in benefit to society. 


THE person who exercises his freedom 
of choice to break a natural law forges 
a chain to put his own limbs in bondage. 


WHEN the king and the priest con- 
nive together, the people need to fast 
and pray for deliverance from the reli- 
gio-political concoction. 


OnE who infringes upon the rights of 
others to gratify his own desire for pleas- 
ure does not understand the rightful 
limits of personal liberty. 


THE person who attempts to enjoy the 
boon of liberty without self-control is 
like a fish that swallows the bait, hook, 
and sinker—he gets caught. 


You ean foree a hen into the water, 
but you cannot teach her to like it; so 
you can compel a carnal person to con- 
form to religion, but it does not create a 
love for it. 


THE best evidence that a person is 
void of true religion is his endeavor to 
enforce his religious notions upon others 
through the authority of the civil magis- 
trate. 


THOSE who enjoy the exercise of offi- 
cial authority over others too infre- 
quently recognize the equality of rights 
of all men before the law. 


A CHICKEN’S wings are clipped only 
when it flies over the fence to give un- 
bridled rein to its freedom. 


Ir is not civie legislation but spiritual 
regeneration that transforms the char- 
acter and changes the life. 


Law is to interfere with the vicious in 
his viciousness, and not with the right- 
eous in his righteousness. 


HE is a good and wise philosopher 
whose philosophy of life makes him a 
better and happier man. 


THE person who chooses to associate 
with evil companions is destined to reap 
their corrupt manners. 


WHEN government interferes with a 
man’s natural rights without a cause, it 
becomes a tyranny. 


CoppLING babies is a virtue, but cod- 
dling grown-ups is a vice which destroys 
self-reliance. 


Avorine hardships and shunning re- 
sponsibilities develop weaklings and 
simpletons. 

RELIGION, undefiled before God, is 
never found entrenched behind civil 
statutes. 


A pouiticaL religion is a monster 
which devours the saints. 
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